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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
12/19/2008 has been entered. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1-10 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

a) On line 12 of claim 1, line 10 of claim 4, line 14 of claim 7 and line 10 of claim 10 

delete "a" and add -said- or -the- before "user" since this is the second time user is 
being mentioned. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Van Ryzin et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,446,080) in view of Schrader et al. (U.S. Publication 
No. 2003/0023975) and Lee et al. (U.S. Patent No. 7,426,537). 

Regarding claims 1, 4 and 10, Van Ryzin et al. discloses a method for modifying 
a play list in an audio and/or video apparatus, comprising the steps of (see abstract, 
lines 1-17): 

upon an action introduced by a user, removing the track to be considered and the 

last occurrence of the track to be considered in the play list displayed in an area (see fig 

6 (45) and col. 5, lines 20-46). 

However, Van Ryzin et al. fails to specifically disclose displaying in a first area of 

a screen a representation of at least part of available tracks, 

displaying in a second area of the screen at least part of the current play list, 
determining a track to be considered upon a first action introduced by a user, 
indicating the track to be considered by a specific representation in the first area 

of the track to be considered and 

several occurrences of the same track in the play list. 

Schrader et al. discloses displaying in a first area (see fig 101010)) of a screen a 
representation of at least part of available tracks (making the video: snoop Dogg, Artist's 
Favorites: Moby etc) (see fig 10 and paragraph 0099), 

displaying in a second area (see fig 10 (1020)) of the screen at least part of the 
current play list (see fig 10 and paragraph 0098), 



Application/Control Number: 10/522,270 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2425 

determining a track (see fig 9 (much music rock blocks)) to be considered upon a 
first action introduced by a user (see fig 9, paragraph 0007, lines 12-15), 

indicating the track to be considered by a specific representation in the first area 
(fig 9 (910)) of the track to be considered (see fig 9, paragraph 0094). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Van Ryzin et al.'s invention with the above 
mentioned limitation as taught by Schrader et al. for the advantage of enabling multiple 
viewers to simultaneously experience completely different video and audio streams. 

However, Van Ryzin et al. and Schrader et al. fail to specifically disclose several 
occurrences of the same track in the play list. 

Lee et al. discloses several occurrences of the same track in the play list (see 
col. 16, lines 62-col. 17, line 11). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Van Ryzin et al. and Schrader et al.'s 
invention with the above mentioned limitation as taught by Lee et al. for the advantage 
of enabling a plurality of client computers to establish and share a common dynamic 
content experience. 

Regarding claim 7, Van Ryzin et al. discloses an audio and or video apparatus 
having a media reader to read a medium where the data are organized in tracks (see 
col. 6, lines 38-42 and fig 2), and a memory able to store a play list (see col. 3, lines 2- 
5), comprising: 
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control means for removing the track to be considered, the last occurrence of the 
track to be considered in the play list upon receiving a signal introduced by the user 
from the user interface (see fig 6 (45) and col. 5, lines 20-46). 

However, Van Ryzin et al. fails to specifically disclose video means generating 
video signals defining a screen with a first area displaying a representation of at least 
part of the tracks and a second area displaying at least part of the play list, 

a user interface for receiving a first signal determining a track to be considered, 

wherein the video means are meant to indicate the track to be considered by 
generating video signals defining a specific representation in the first area of the track to 
be considered and several occurrences of the same track in the play list. 

Schrader et al. discloses video means generating video signals defining a screen 
with a first area (see fig 101010)) displaying a representation of at least part of the 
tracks (making the video: snoop Dogg, Artist's Favorites: Moby etc) (see fig 10 and 
paragraph 0099) and a second area (see fig 10 (1020)) displaying at least part of the 
play list (see fig 10 and paragraph 0098), 

a user interface for receiving a first signal determining a track (see fig 9 (much 
music rock blocks)) to be considered (see fig 9, paragraph 0007, lines 12-15), 

wherein the video means are meant to indicate the track to be considered by 
generating video signals defining a specific representation in the first area (fig 9 (910)) 
of the track to be considered (see fig 9, paragraph 0094). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Van Ryzin et al.'s invention with the above 
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mentioned limitation as taught by Schrader et al. for the advantage of enabling multiple 
viewers to simultaneously experience completely different video and audio streams. 

However, Van Ryzin et al. and Schrader et al. fail to specifically disclose several 
occurrences of the same track in the play list. 

Lee et al. discloses several occurrences of the same track in the play list (see 
col. 1 6, lines 62-col. 1 7, line 1 1 ) and a second signal introduced by the user interface 
(see col. 8, lines 54-61). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Van Ryzin et al. and Schrader et al.'s 
invention with the above mentioned limitation as taught by Lee et al. for the advantage 
of enabling a plurality of client computers to establish and share a common dynamic 
content experience. 

Regarding claims 2, 5 and 8, Van Ryzin et al., Schrader et al. and Lee et al. 
discloses everything claimed as applied above {see claims 1, 4 and 7). 

Schrader et al. discloses a method wherein the first action is action introduced on 
a remote-control sending signals to the apparatus (see paragraph 0086). 

Van Ryzin et al. discloses a second user action (see fig 6 (45) and col. 5, lines 

20-46). 

Regarding claims 3, 6 and 9, Van Ryzin et al., Schrader et al. and Lee et al. 
discloses everything claimed as applied above {see claims 1, 4 and 7). 
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Schrader et al. discloses a method wherein said specific representation of the 
track to be considered is highlighting the representation in the first area of the track to 
be considered (see fig 12 (1214) and paragraph 0100). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nnenna N. Ekpo whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1663. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30 AM-5:00 PM 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Pendleton can be reached on 571-272-7527. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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/Nnenna N. Ekpo/ 
Patent Examiner 
February 25, 2009. 



/Brian T. Pendleton/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2425 



